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6) |EI Claim(s) 1.2.10-12.14 and 15 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on May 28, 
2009 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1-2, 10-12, and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hartbauer et al., 3,960,272 and 3,912,571 (Hartbauer), for reasons of 
record. 

Hartbauer teaches a rolled multi-ply product of the type contemplated by 
applicants, comprising a rolled multi-ply fibrous structure having a core end and a tail 
which is bound to another portion of the multi-ply product by an adhesive, wherein the 
tail of the multi-ply fibrous structure comprises a consumer accessible tab, as required 
by claim 1 . See Figures 11-15. In addition, Hartbauer teaches that the multi-ply 
fibrous structure is freely convolutedly wound from the core end out to the tail end to 
form a rolled multi-ply product, the tail is sealed to the fibrous structure with at least a 
portion of the consumer accessible tab more proximal to the tail end than the adhesive. 
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using a adiiesive and tliat said tab comprises at least two plies bonded together, as 
required by claims 2 and 14. As to the consumer accessible tab exhibiting a greater 
bond strength than the ply bond strength throughout the remainder of the multi-ply 
fibrous structure, it is the position of the examiner that this requirement would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the invention was made to 
reduce unraveling of the product by inadvertently pulling the tab during handling such as 
removing the product from commercial packaging and to provide sufficient pull strength 
when accessing the tab for consumer use. Regarding claims 10-1 1, the consumer 
accessible tab of Hartbauer extends from about the tail end of the fibrous structure 
along the fibrous structure towards the core end of the multi-ply fibrous structure. 
Regarding claim 12, Hartbauer specifically teaches that his fibrous structure can be a 
multi-ply fibrous structure. Accordingly, the examiner has reason to believe that the at 
least two plies of the multi-ply fibrous structure are bonded together by mechanical 
and/or chemical and/or electrostatic forces in the absence of factual evidence to the 
contrary. Applicants are invited to provide such evidence. As to claim 15, Hartbauer 
teaches that the multi-ply fibrous structure can be a sanitary tissue product. See '272 
column 12, line 50 and '571 , column 12, and line 52. 

Accordingly the teaching of Hartbauer would have rendered obvious the 
invention as claimed in present claims 1-2, 10-12 and 14-15. 
1. Claims 1-2, 10-12, and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hartbauer et al., 3,960,272 and 3,912,571 (Hartbauer) as applied 
above, and further in view of Von Paleske 6,924,042 B2, for reasons of record. 
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Hartbauer is as set fortli above and teaches a rolled multi-ply fibrous product of 
the type contemplated by applicants. Von Paleske teaches that it is known in the art to 
form multi-ply products wherein at least two of the plies are bonded together. See 
abstract and column 2, lines 25-63. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in this art, at the time the invention was made to use as the multi-ply 
fibrous product of Hartbauer, a multi-ply fibrous product of the type taught by Von 
Paleske and as known in this art, namely, a multi-ply fibrous product wherein the first 
ply and second ply are bonded together. 

Therefore, the combine teachings of Hartbauer and Von Paleske would have 
rendered obvious the invention as claimed in present claims 1-2, 10-12, and 14-15. 

Response to Arguments 
2. Applicant's arguments filed May 28, 2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicants argue that Hartbauer fails to teach each and every element of claim 1 
because Hartbauer fails to teach a first fibrous structure ply and a second fibrous 
structure ply bonded together. 

In this regard, the examiner disagrees. As set forth above, the examiner has 
reason to believe that the at least two plies of the multi-ply fibrous structure are bonded 
together by mechanical and/or chemical and/or electrostatic forces in the absence of 
factual evidence to the contrary. Applicants have failed to provide clear substantive 
evidence to the contrary. Hence, in the absence of such evidence, the examiner's 
position remains. 
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Applicants argue that that the Hartbauer's tab is located on the opposite side of 
the tail seal glue from the tail end portion of Hartbauer's product and results in the tail 
seal glue releasing differently, if at all from the tail seal glue of the present claimed 
invention. 

In this regard, there is no clear factual evidence on this record to substantiate 
applicants' argument. 

Applicants argue that Von Paleske fails to overcome the deficiencies in 
Hartbauer's teaching. 

In this regard, the examiner's position remains that the combined teachings of 
Hartbauer and Von Paleske would have rendered obvious the instant claimed invention. 

Applicants' have not clearly defined that which they regard as their invention. 
The prior art teachings clearly suggest multi-ply products of the type set forth in the 
present claims. 

No claims are allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jill Gray whose telephone number is 571-272-1524. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and alternate Fridays 8:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Keith Hendricks can be reached on 571-272-1401 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Jill Gray/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1794 
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